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REMARKS 

Please reconsider the application in view of the following remarks. Applicant thanks the 
Examiner for carefully considering this application. 

Acknowledgment of Drawings, Priority, and IDS 

Applicant notes that the Examiner has failed to acknowledge the drawings originally filed on 
October 6, 2003, as accepted. Further, the Examiner has not acknowledged this application's claim 
for foreign priority, and has also failed to initial and return the Information Disclosure Statement 
filed on October 12, 2007. Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to acknowledge each of 
the above-mentioned procedural issues in this application. 

Disposition of Claims 

Claims 1-3, 22, 24-26, 40, 41, 43, 44, and 57 are pending. Claims 1, 24, and 43 are 
independent. The remaining claims depend, directly or indirectly, from claims 1, 24, and 43. 

Rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-3, 24-26, 40, 43, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable 
over EP 07461 19 A2 ("Kuwabara") in view of U.S. Patent 5,903,816 ("Broadwin") and U.S. Patent 
No. 6, 1 1 8,976 ("Arias"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The independent claims recite, in part, (i) receiving packet data related to the Internet 
response via the PSTN connection, where the data received contains sufficient information to enable 
the receiver/decoder to retrieve the Internet response; and (ii) where the Internet response is sent 
over a satellite link. Thus, in the claimed invention, data received via the slow link (the PSTN 
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connection) is used by the receiver/decoder to obtain the location of where to get the Internet 
response (the web page) that is sent via the fast link (the earth receiver satellite link). The 
receiver/decoder then uses the information in the data received via the PSTN to extract the Internet 
response from the satellite link and provide the Internet response to the user/subscriber. See 
Specification, Figure 13, Step 48 and page 24 of Specification. 

The Examiner correctly admits that both Kuwabara and Broadwin fail to disclose or render 
obvious the aforementioned limitations of the independent claims. See Office Action mailed 7/9/09, 
page 6. However, the Examiner asserts that Arias discloses the limitation of receiving an internet 
request via a public switched telephone network connection and sending a data packet, over the 
PSTN connection, containing information to enable the receiver/decoder to extract the internet 
response sent over a satellite link. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Specifically, Arias is directed to an asymmetrical data communications system (ADCS) that 
provides point-to-multipoint television programming including conventional television 
programming, near video-on-demand (NVoD) or video-on-demand (VoD), and the full variety of 
available programming, via a compressed, digitized UHF transmission. See Arias, Abstract. In 
Arias, subscribing viewers are equipped with an intelligent control box (ICB) suitably configured to 
receive, demodulate, and decode the digital UHF broadcast and to transmit the resulting signal to 
one or more display or other terminal devices. See Arias, Abstract. A return path subsystem of the 
ADCS system includes a session control and administrative facility to which the ICBs are linked via 
the public switched telephone network (PSTN) so that transaction and viewing data can be received 
from the subscribing viewers. The return path subsystem, in turn, is linked to the program 
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subsystem in order to route to that subsystem any information necessary or useful for providing 
programming. See Arias, Abstract and col. 3, 11. 38-57, col. 5, 11. 38-56. 

Turning to the rejection, the PSTN is used in a return path subsystem, i.e., so that subscribers 
can provide feedback/information to the transmitting system. In fact, Arias specifically states that 
"[m]essages from (or about) subscriber 30 are transmitted... via PSTN lines ...to a return path 
facility 50." See Arias col. 5, 11. 49-54. Thus, by definition, the return path subsystem in Arias is 
not used to provide an Internet response to the subscriber, as is required by the PSTN link of the 
claimed invention. In other words, the PSTN link in Arias is used for completely different purpose 
than is claimed, which means that the PSTN link in Arias cannot possibly be used for "supplying] 
the Internet response to the transmitting system by sending a data packet, over the PSTN 
connection, containing information to enable the receiver/decoder to extract the Internet response 
sent over a satellite link," as required by the independent claims. 

Moreover, while Arias discloses that the return path facility communicates authorization 
requests to program subsystem via a high capacity link, which the Examiner appears to be equating 
with the satellite link recited in the claimed invention, it is clear that authorization requests are not 
Internet responses that are transmitted via the high capacity link in Arias. In fact, Arias is 
completely silent with respect to Internet responses that are sent on the high capacity link and 
extracted for a user that is using the Internet via their receiver/decoder. Thus, it is not possible for 
Arias to disclose or render obvious extraction of an Internet response for a subscriber that is 
transmitted via a satellite link. 

The Examiner has clearly either mischaracterized the teachings of Arias or is reading out 
specific claimed limitations in equating the claimed limitations recited in (i) and (ii) above with the 
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functionality of the return path facility of Arias, both of which are wholly improper. A close and 
thorough read of Arias reveals that the return path facility disclosed in Arias is not concerned with 
providing Internet responses to subscribers using receivers/decoders of a broadcast network to 
obtain access to the Internet. Instead, the return path facility of Arias is used to send messages from 
and about the subscriber, which can be sent via a PSTN link because such feedback is not as urgent 
as the information being sent by the transmitting system to the subscriber's ICB. There is no 
disclosure in Arias of sending information about the location of the Internet response via the return 
path facility PSTN such that the receiver/decoder can then use that information to retrieve/extract 
the Internet responses sent via the high capacity link. 

In view of the above, it is clear that the Examiner's contentions fail to support an 
obviousness rejection of the independent claims and that the Examiner has not met his burden under 
MPEP § 2143. Pending dependent claims are patentable for at least the same reasons. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 22, 41, and 57 

Claims 22, 41, and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Kuwabara, 
Broadwin, Arias, and further in view of US Patent No, 5, 959,659 ("Dokic"). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

As described above, none of Kuwabara, Broadwin, and Arias disclose or render obvious the 
limitations of the independent claims. Further, Dokic fails to supply that which Kuwabara, 
Broadwin, and Arias lack. Specifically, Dokic fails to teach or suggest that data received via the 
PSTN is used to obtain the location of where to get the internet data (the web page) that is sent on 
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the satellite link. Dokic merely teaches that the data is transmitted in an MPEG format and that data 
other than the television programme(s) is included in at least one private section of the MPEG 
datastream. See Dokic, col. 1, 11. 28-31. 

In view of the above, it is clear that the Examiner's contentions fail to support an 
obviousness rejection of the amended independent claims. Thus, independent claims 1, 24, and 43 
are patentable over Kuwabara, Broadwin, Arias, and Dokic, whether considered separately or in 
combination. Dependent claims 22, 41, and 57 are patentable for at least the same reasons. 
Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 



Applicant believes this reply is fully responsive to all outstanding issues and places this 
application in condition for allowance. If this belief is incorrect, or other issues arise, the Examiner 
is encouraged to contact the undersigned or his associates at the telephone number listed below. 
Please apply any charges not covered, or any credits, to Deposit Account 50-0591 (Reference 
Number [11345/1 10001]). 

Dated: October 7, 2009 Respectfully submitted, 
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